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DETAILED ACTION 

In response to the amendnnent filled on 12/8/2005, all the annendnnents to the clainns 
have been entered and the action follows: 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claim 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claim 33 recites the limitation "the remote view station" in line 2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
Claim 34 is rejected because claim 34 depends on claim 33. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 31 , 33-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Novik (US 5432871). 
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With respect to claim 31 , Novik discloses a method for obtaining the image at the 
first location the image representing the medical image, (see figure 1,110, and col. 8, II 
53-58); compressing the image to form a compressed image data at the first location, 
(see figure 1,116 compression processor); sending the compressed image from the 
first to the second location (see figure 1,114 transmitter sending the image data via 106 
from location 102 to 104) the evaluating person is located (see col. 3, lines 60-61 
transmitted to a distant user); allowing selection of a region at the second location, (col. 
4, lines 2-4, viewer selects a view of interest "region") sending the indication of that 
region to the first location, (see col. 4, lines 2-5, transmit the coordinates of the desired 
field of view back to the source) as claimed. However, he fails to disclose explicitly 
carrying out a medical analysis on the region with in the region selected by the 
evaluating person. But, Novik teaches adjusting the equipment as necessary to capture 
the image of the field area selected "region" by the user at the second location. 
Therefor, it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at the time of 
invention to use the teachings of the Novik of adjusting the equipment to attain the 
medical images "medical analysis" of the selected field of view "the region" as 
necessary, thereby making the Novik's system more medically user friendly. 

With respect to claim 33 as best understood, Novik further discloses region 
information defines the selected region of the displayed medical image, (see col. 8, lines 
44-48, 57-60) as claimed. 

With respect to claim 34 as best understood, Novik further discloses a series of 
pixel coordinates, (see col. 10, lines 18-19) as claimed. 
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With respect to claim 35, Novik further discloses allowing selection selecting the 
region ... includes receiving input from a pointing device ... image, (see col. 7, lines 1-8 
and col. 10, lines 12-15) as claimed. 

Claims 36 and 37 are rejected for the same reasons as set forth in the rejection 
of claims 31 and 34, as the subject matter of both the sets are similar. 

Claim 40 is rejected for the same reasons as set forth in the rejection of claim 35, 
as the subject matter of both claims are similar. 

3. Claim 32 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Novik in 
view of Wood et al (US 5851 1 86). 

Novik fails to specifically disclose sending the compressed medical image over a 
global packet switched network, as claimed. Novik teaches transmitting the 
compressed medical image (figure 2, 203). But, Wood teaches a global packet switch 
network (see col. 4, lines 10-10) as claimed. It would have been obvious tone ordinary 
skilled in the art the time of invention to use the teaching to Wood of global packet 
switched network to transit the medical images of the Novik as the global packet 
switched transmission "became the choice of internet worked computer s due to the 
advantages of cost and performance" (see Wood col. 4, lines 11-13). 

4. Claims 38 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Novik in view of Echerer et al (US 5740267). 
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With respect to claims 38 and 39 Novik discloses the invention substantially as 
claimed and as described above in claim 36. However, Novik fails to disclose image 
analysis to generated a score and communicate the score to the remote view station for 
display and image server includes a data base associating a diagnosis received from 
the remote view station, as claimed in claims 38 and 39. Echerer teaches generated a 
score and communicate the score to the remote view station for display and image 
server includes a data base associating a diagnosis received from the remote view 
station, (see col. 5, lines 25-37, figure 7 for display, col. 7, lines 10-30, col. 10, lines 30- 
36) as claimed in claims 38 and 39. it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled 
in the art at the time of invention to combine the two references as they are analogous 
because they are solving the similar problem of analyzing the medical images. The 
teachings of Echerer of having the diagnosis codes communicated and displayed can 
be incorporated in to the Novik system in order to attain a computer analytical and 
diagnostic system (see Echerer col. 3, lines 65-67) for motivation. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Vikkram Bali whose telephone number is 571 .272.7415. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 7:00 AM - 3:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Matthew Bella can be reached on 571 .272.7778. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). y;/7 /] 
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